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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 37 - 43 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Stedman et al (US4883059) in view of Kopp et al(US4108165), 

further in view of Park et al (US5924992). 

Stedman et al teaches a needle guide device 10 for an ultrasound probe 12 

which device includes a base body 34 having means 22, 24 for attaching to the probe 

and an elongated guide hole for a needle 13, the guide 10 being made of two 

removably connectable parts in the form of base 34 with slot 26 defined by shoulders 36 

and cover 30 removable via curved lips 32 such that cover 30 together with slot 26 form 

complementary parts of a delimiting wall of the guide hole (see Fig. 7 end view) which 

when connected form a 360 degree covering wall over substantially the entire guide 

hole length. It would have been obvious in view of Kopp et al to form the guide from 

generally symmetrical wall elements since from col. 3 lines 8-27 it was known to modify 

such a guidewall to be of complementary mating parts either alone or via an inner 

conforming lines since this overall conforms more closely to the cross-section of the 

needle and improves its confinement. 
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With respect to claims 37-39, the Stedman et al probe12 includes an 
ultrasound scanhead with rounded tip 14 and an endo-cavitrary intra-vaginal tapered 
body 16 on which the needle guide rests at a few partial end portions 22, 24 along its 
own tapered length as per Fig. 2 . Hence the combination of needle guide and probe is 
also anticipated, in consideration with the device locking and wall delineation features 
as discussed above for example wrt claim 1 . Whereas the references are silent as to 
complementary shape mating extensions, it would have bee obvious in view of the 
latter elements 4 - 5 to provide such complementary mating extensions in order to 
quickly align and snap-fit the biopsy attachment device onto the probe proper. 

With respect to claim 43, forward attachment collar 22 is characterizable as an 
engagement means for holding the needle guide base against the probe, and the guide 
is removably secured by rear clamp collar 24. 

With respect to claim 45, since the claim recites 'at least one elongated guide 
hole', in the singular case of only one such hole and needle the end-portion claim 
recitation of 'any other needles passing through guide holes...' becomes non-limiting 
and Stedman et al col. 1 lines lines 4-30 announcing in effect that the invention is in the 
field of devices wherein the needle extending from the guide is viewable by the 
ultrasound scan suffices to anticipate this aiming feature. 

Allowable Subject Matter 



Claims 1 - 17 are allowed. 
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Claim 44 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jaworski 
Francis J. at telephone number 571-272-4738. 




■Panels J. daworsW 
Primary Examiner 



